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Remarks 



Reconsideration of this Application is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-87 are pending in the application, with claims 1,15, 29, 42, 56, 75, 76, 84, 
and 86 being the independent claims. Claims 1-87 are sought to be amended. These changes 
are believed to introduce no new matter, and their entry is respectfully requested. 

Based on the following remarks, Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner 
reconsider all outstanding rejections and that they be withdrawn. 

Specification 

Applicant respectfully requests entry of the amendments to the paragraphs in the 
section entitled Cross-Reference to Related Documents of the specification of the present 
patent application to comply with Section 201.11 of the Manual of Patent Examining 
Procedure. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 112 

Paragraph 3 of the Office Action rejects claims 1-29 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph. Applicant respectfully submits pending claims 1-29 overcome the rejection 
thereto set forth in paragraph 3 of the Office Action under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph 
set forth in paragraph 3 of the Office Action. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests 
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the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 1-29 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
second paragraph, set forth in paragraph 3 of the Office Action. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §102 

Paragraph 5 of the Office Action rejects claims 1-6, 8-20, 22-34, 36-47, 49-61, 63-81, 
and 83-87 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,949,994 to 
Dupree et al. ("Dupree"). For at least the following reasons, Applicant respectfully requests 
the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection. 

Claim 1 recites in part "the instruction reschedules the program thread to resume 
execution in accordance with one or more conditions encoded within the parameter, wherein 
the program thread is one of a plurality of program threads, and wherein the one or more 
conditions are other than a time limit for processing the program thread." Independent claims 
15, 29, 42, 56, 75, 76, 84, and 86 recite the same or similar features. 

Applicant respectfully submits Dupree does not disclose, teach, or suggest "an 
instruction that reschedules a program thread to resume execution in accordance with one or 
more conditions encoded within a parameter, wherein the program thread is one of a plurality 
of program threads, and wherein the one or more conditions are other than a time limit for 
processing the program thread." 

Applicant respectfully submits that Dupree neither, teaches, discloses, nor suggests 
any such instruction. Consequently, Applicant respectfully asserts independent claims 1,15, 
29, 42, 56, 75, 76, 84, and 86 are not anticipated by Dupree. Claims 2-6, 8-14, 16-20, 22-28, 
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30-34, 36-41, 43-47, 49-55, 57-61, 63-74, 77-81, 83, 85, and 87 depend from claims 1, 15, 
29, 42, 56, 76, 84, or 86 and are therefore also not anticipated by Dupree. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of 
claims 1-6, 8-20, 22-34, 36-47, 49-61, 63-81, and 83-87 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Dupree set forth in paragraph 5 of the Office Action. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Paragraph 36 of the Office Action rejects claims 7, 21, 35, 48, 62, and 82 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dupree. For at least the following reasons, 
Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection. 

Claims 7, 21, 35, 48, 62, and 82 depend from claims 1, 15, 29, 42, 56, and 76 
respectively and are therefore patentable over Dupree. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
requests that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 7, 21, 35, 48, 62, 
and 82 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dupree set forth in paragraph 36 
of the Office Action. 
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Conclusion 



All of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly traversed or accommodated. 
Applicant therefore respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider all presently 
outstanding rejections and that they be withdrawn. Applicant believes that a full and 
complete reply has been made to the outstanding Office Action and, as such, the present 
application is in condition for allowance. If the Examiner believes, for any reason, that 
personal communication will expedite prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited 
to telephone the undersigned at the number provided. 

Prompt and favorable consideration of this Amendment and Reply is respectfully 
requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox p.l.l.c. 



Timothy A. Doyle 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 51,262 



Date: 



1 100 New York Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005-3934 
(202) 371-2600 
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